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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the above-referenced application is respectively requested in 
view of the above amendments and these remarks. Claims 1-33 are currently pending. 

Jh the Office Action, claims 1-6, 8-14, 16-27, and 29-33 were rejected under 35 
US.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by United States Patent No. 6,560,453 to Henry, Jr. 
et al. Claims 7, 15 and 28 were also rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Henry in view of United States Patent No. 6,577,608 to Moon et al. In 
the Response filed November 5, 2004, Applicant filed a decla ation under 37 C.F.R. § 
1.131 to swear behind Henry. It was stated that Applicant's decimation was not sufficient 
to swear behind Henry because it did not indicate that Applicant was diligent in pursuing 
his invention between Henry's effective date and the filing date of this application. To 
overcome this objection, Applicant files a Supplemental Decla ation that states he was 
diligent in pursuing this application during this time feme, m response, Applicants 
submit a declaration of prior invention in the United States unc er 37 C.FJt § 1.131 to 
overcome the rejection. The declarations now state that the completion of the invention 
in the application is prior to the effective date, i.e. the filing date of Henry, and that 
between the filing date of Henry and the filing date of this appli cation, Applicants have 
exercised due diligence in pursuing their invention. Applicants therefore submit that the 
rejection of claims 1-6, 8-14, 16-27 and 29-33 is moot in vew of the declaration. 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejection under Section 102(e) be withdrawn. 

Claims 7, 15 and 28 were also rejected under 35 U.S . 
unpatentable over Henry in view of United States Patent No. 6, 577,608 to Moon et al. 
As stated above, Applicants submit the declaration of prior invent[on in the United States 
to overcome Henry thereby removing it as a prior art reference. 



Applicant's declaration 



establishes mat he completed the entire invention as seen in the claims of the present 
application prior to the effective date of Henry. Without Henry a* prior art, the rejection 
under Section 103(a) does not stand. Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection of 



Applicants respectfully 



claims 7, 15 and 28 is moot in view of the declaratioa Therefore, 
request that the rejection under Section 103(a) be withdrawn. 

As the Applicant has overcome all substantive rejections aad objections given by 
the Examiner and have complied with all requests properly presented by the Examiner, 
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the Applicant contends that this Response overcomes the Ex 
rejections of the pending claims. Therefore, the 
of the application. If the Examiner is of the opinion that any 
the claims remain after this response, the Examiner is invited 
representative to expedite resolution of the matter. 

Please charge any fees associated herewith, including 
50-2117. 



acniner's objections to and 
Applicant respectfully solicits allowance 
regarding the status of 
contact the undersigned 



issjes: 



t:> 



Respectfully 
Kinnavy, M 



SEND CORRESPONDENCE TO: 

Motorola, Inc. 
Law Department 

Customer Number: 22917 



e xtension of time fees, to 



submitted, 
cliael J. 



By:, 



Simon B . Anolick 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No.: 37,585 
Telephone: 847-576-4234 
Fax: 847-576-3750 



CO 

m 

CO 



O 

o 



3 



PAGE 5/6 * RCVD AT 8/312005 3:59:03 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/25 ' DNIS:2738300 * CSID:1S475763750 * DURATION (mm-ss):0148 



